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LA9-9 The alternatives analysis in the EIS/EIR was prepared in accordance with 
NEPA, CEQ guidelines, the CEQA, and other applicable requirements.  
The EIS/EIR is comprehensive and thorough in its identification and 
evaluation of the environmental impacts of the proposed Project and 
includes a reasonable range of alternatives.  As discussed in the 
introduction to Section 4, the No Project Alternative has been analyzed in 
comparison with the proposed Project for each of the major resource 
topics.  See also the response to comment PM1-5.  

 

LA9-10 As discussed in the introduction to Section 4, the section describes the 
affected environment as it currently exists (baseline conditions) for each of 
the major resource topics.  Section 4.7 includes discussions of habitat 
requirements, occurrence of suitable habitat and individuals along the 
Project route, and potential Project impacts on habitat or species for those 
species with the potential to be affected by the Project.  As shown in Table 
4.7.2-1, several species are not likely to be encountered by the Project due 
to the construction schedule, species’ range, or lack of habitat along the 
Project route.  These species do not warrant additional discussion or 
species-specific surveys because they would not be affected by the 
Project.   

For those species with the potential to occur along the Project route or with 
suitable habitat along the Project route, surveys were conducted or 
required as necessary to determine potential Project impacts.  In some 
instances, surveys are unnecessary because impacts on habitat are the 
primary concern for a given species and those impacts can be quantified 
without species-specific survey data. 

Section 4.7.8 has been revised to include a statement that the proposed 
Project would not restrict the range of endangered, rare, or threatened 
species. 

LA9-8 
(cont’d) 
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LA9-11 It would be appropriate for agencies with permitting authority in the future to 
determine whether health risk assessments are required for proposed new 
facilities and, if so, to obtain them.  Such action is outside the purview of 
the FERC and the CLSC in this proceeding.  See also the response to 
comment FA6-3. 

LA9-10 
(cont’d) 
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LA9-12 See the response to comment FA6-3. 

LA9-11 
(cont’d) 
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LA9-13 Section 4.14.3 has been revised to acknowledge that the Project would be 
subject to potential seismic impacts, and a cross reference has been added 
to direct the reader to Section 4.1.4, where a detailed analysis of potential 
seismic impacts is presented.   

 
 
 
 

LA9-14 As discussed in the introduction to Section 4.15, projects and activities 
included in the cumulative impacts analysis are generally those of 
comparable type and nature of impact, and are located within the same 
counties that would be affected by the North Baja Pipeline Expansion 
Project.  With some exceptions, more geographically distant projects are 
not assessed because their impact would generally be localized and, 
therefore, would not contribute significantly to cumulative impacts in the 
proposed Project area.  One of these exceptions is air quality.  Therefore, 
an analysis of cumulative air quality impacts associated with the Gasoducto 
Bajanorte Pipeline Project in Mexico is included in Section 4.15.8.  

LA9-12 
(cont’d) 
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LA9-15 The recommendations of the FERC and CSLC staffs presented in the 
EIS/EIR are, in practice, included as conditions to any authorizations 
issued by their respective Commissions.  These recommendations are 
included in Table 5.1-1, which forms the basis for the mitigation monitoring 
program that would be implemented during construction and operation of 
the North Baja Pipeline Expansion Project.   

 

 

 

 

 
 

LA9-16 See the responses to comments PM1-5 and LA9-4.   
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(cont’d) 
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LA10-1 The Yuma County Board of Supervisors’ resolution expressing support for 
the proposed Project is noted. 

LA10-1 


